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CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: LET THE RECORD REFLECT THAT IN 

DEFERENCE TO THE NEXT WITNESS WHO WILL BE TAKEN OUT OF TURN, WHO 
IS, IN EFFECT, A DEFENSE WITNESS WHOSE TIME IS RATHER LIMITED, 

*JE ARE GOING TO TAKE A SHORT RECESS UNTIL THAT WITNESS ARRIVES 
50 WE CAN GET HIM ON, GET HIM OVER, AND THEN HE CAN GO ABOUT HIS 
4AY. AND THE RECESS WILL BE UNTIL THAT WITNESS ARRIVES. 

(RECESS) 

MR. HORN: YES, I’D LIKE TO CALL MR. EARL COOLEY. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: LET THE RECORD REFLECT THAT THE BOARD 
IS RECONVENED. 

YOU HAVEN’T BEEN SWORN IN, MR. COOLEY? 

THE WITNESS: NO, I HAVEN’T. 

EARL COOLEY , 

PRODUCED AS A WITNESS OUT OF ORDER BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE 
DEFENSE, AND HAVING BEEN DULY SWORN BY THE CHAIRMAN, WAS 
EXAMINED AND TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS: 

THE WITNESS: I DO. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: THANK YOU. WOULD YOU PLEASE GIVE YOUR 

MAME AND SPELL IT AND YOUR OCCUPATION. 

THE WITNESS: MY NAME IS EARL, E-A-R-L, COOLEY, 

5-0—O-L-E-Y. I’M AN ATTORNEY. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

DY MR. HORN: 
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Q MR. COOLEY, DURING THE COURSE OF YOUR EMPLOYMENT 

HAVE YOU EVER COME IN CONTACT WITH THE PERSONS NAMED JERRY 
ARMSTRONG AND MICHAEL J. FLYNN? 

A I HAVE. 

Q DURING THE COURSE OF YOUR PROFESSIONAL 

RESPONSIBILITIES, HAVE YOU BECOME AWARE OF ANY ONGOING ATTEMPTS 
3T EXTORTION BEING PERPETRATED BY MR. ARMSTRONG AND/OR 
HR. FLYNN? 

A YES, SIR. 

Q SPECIFICALLY, DIRECTING YOUR ATTENTION TO THEIR 

EFFORTS AS AGAINST THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY IN LATE 1984, DID . 

YOU BECOME AWARE OF ANY ATTEMPTS AT EXTORTION OR CONSPIRACY TO 
EXTORT FROM THE CHURCH? 

A YES, I DID. 

Q WOULD YOU EXPLAIN TO THE COURT EXACTLY HOW THIS 

SAME TO YOUR KNOWLEDGE AND WHAT THE PLAN CONSISTED OF? 

A I’M NATIONAL TRIAL COUNSEL FOR THE CHURCH OF 

SCIENTOLOGY. 

IT CAME TO THE ATTENTION OF THE CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY, AND ITS ATTORNEYS, WHO IN TURN HIRE PRIVATE 
INVESTIGATORS TO INVESTIGATE FACTS OF THIS NATURE, THAT GERALD 
ARMSTRONG, IN CONJUNCTION WITH ONE, MICHAEL FLYNN, AN ATTORNEY 

I 

IN BOSTON, WERE ENGAGED IN A COVERT OPERATION AGAINST THE CHURCH 
DF SCIENTOLOGY, WHICH HAD AS ITS OBJECTIVE THE SUBVERSION OF 
-RESENT MEMBERS OF THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, THE PLANTING OF 
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-'HONY EVIDENCE IN THE FILES OF THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, AND 
THE FRAMING OF A SENIOR SCIENTOLOGIST ON A SEXUAL MISCONDUCT 
ZHARGE, WHICH HAD AS ITS PURPOSE THE DESTRUCTION OF HIS 
CARRIAGE, TO PLACE HIM IN A POSITION TO EXTORT HIM INTO THE GAME 
THAT THEY WERE PLAYING; THAT GAME HAVING A THREE-PRONG ATTACK. 

ONE, TO SETTLE ALL OF THE CASES WHICH MR. FLYNN HAD 
-ENDING AGAINST THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, WHICH AT THAT TIME 
TOTALED ONE BILLION DOLLARS IN CLAIMS. 

SECOND, TO PLANT IN THE FILES OF THE CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY EVIDENCE, PHONY IN NATURE, THAT WOULD INDICATE THAT 
THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY WAS ATTEMPTING TO FRAME MICHAEL FLYNN 
DN THE FORGERY OF A TWO MILLION DOLLAR CHECK ON THE ACCOUNT OF 
_. RON HUBBARD, THE FOUNDER OF THE RELIGION OF SCIENTOLOGY, AND 
THE PLANTING OF PHONY EVIDENCE IN THE FILES OF THE CHURCH WHICH 
<JOULD SERVE AS THE BASIS FOR A PHONY INDICTMENT TO BE BROUGHT 
AGAINST THE CHURCH AND SENIOR SCIENTOLOGISTS AND L. RON HUBBARD 
3Y A CENTRAL MEMBER OF THE CRIMINAL INTELLIGENCE DIVISION OF THE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. 

THESE WOULD BE UNCOVERED IN CIVIL LITIGATION AND IN 
3 RAID TO BE CONDUCTED BY THE C.I.D., THE F.B.I., AND PERHAPS 
:>THER FEDERAL OFFICES. 

A RECEIVERSHIP WOULD THEN BE SOUGHT THROUGH A 
MINORITY SHAREHOLDER’S SUIT, IN WHICH THE CHURCH WOULD BE TAKEN 
:>VER BY PEOPLE SYMPATHETIC TO MR. FLYNN AND MR. ARMSTRONG. 


THE MONEY OF THE CHURCH WOULD THEN BE DIVERTED INTO 
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THE SETTLEMENT OF THE CASES, THAT HAD BEEN AMASSED AGAINST THE 
3HURCH BY MR. FLYNN. 

INDICTMENTS WOULD BE RETURNED BASED ON PHONY 
EVIDENCE. AND INABILITY ON THE PART OF COUNSEL TO TELL WHAT WAS 
_EGITI MATE EVIDENCE AND WHAT WASN’T LEGITIMATE EVIDENCE WOULD 
'1AKE IT IMPOSSIBLE TO INTELLIGENTLY DEFEND THE INDICTMENTS THAT 
aJOULD BE CONTEMPLATED BY THE CRIMINAL INTELLIGENCE DIVISION. 

THIS COVERT OPERATION CAME TO OUR ATTENTION BECAUSE 
-EOPLE THAT ARMSTRONG WERE DEALING WITH WERE NOT, IN FACT, 
CONSPIRATORS TO HIM, BUT WERE LOYAL TO THE CHURCH OF 
SCIENTOLOGY. 

■ IT WAS THEN CONSIDERED APPROPRIATE BY COUNSEL TO 
DETAIN A PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR TO CONDUCT A COVERT OPERATION 
AGAINST THE COVERT OPERATION BEING CONDUCTED BY MR. ARMSTRONG TO 
JNCOVER THE CRIMES THAT HE WAS CONTEMPLATING PERPETRATING 
AGAINST THE CHURCH. 

COUNSEL FOR THE CHURCH OBTAINED A PRIVATE 
INVESTIGATOR, AND I REFER TO COUNSEL IN TORONTO, CANADA, BECAUSE 
^ART OF THE WHOLE SCAM ALSO INVOLVED THE FURNISHING OF PHONY 
EVIDENCE TO INVESTIGATING OFFICIALS UP TO TORONTO, WHICH AT THAT 
TIME WERE ALSO BEING IMPORTUNED TO BRING INDICTMENTS AGAINST THE 
EHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY. THAT ULTIMATELY DISSOLVED WHEN THEY SAW 
THE LIGHT THAT THE EVIDENCE WAS IMPROPER. 

COUNSEL IN TORONTO RETAINED EUGENE INGRAM, A FORMER 


OS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT OFFICER, AS A PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR 
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AND COMMISSIONED HIM TO INVESTIGATE THIS MATTER. 

AND MR. INGRAM, IN TURN, RAN THIS COVERT OPERATION 
3Y VIDEOTAPING MEETINGS BETWEEN MR. ARMSTRONG AND THE 
CONSPIRATORS IN GRIFFITH PARK HERE IN LOS ANGELES. 

MR. INGRAM FIRST OBTAINED THE CONSENT TO THE 
ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE OR AUTHORITY FOR THE ELECTRONIC 
SURVEILLANCE FROM OFFICER RODRIGUEZ, WHO WAS STATIONED IN THE 
DISTRICT IN WHICH THE SURVEILLANCE WAS TO TAKE PLACE. 

Q MR. COOLEY, HAVE YOU HAD AN OPPORTUNITY TO VIEW THE 

VIDEOTAPES THAT WERE TAKEN ON THOSE OCCASIONS? 

A YES, SIR, I HAVE. 

MR. 'HORN: MAY I APPROACH? 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: YES. 

SY MR. HORN: 

Q I’M SHOWING YOU A VIDEOTAPE THAT WAS GIVEN TO ME, 

SERGEANT HERNANDEZ, AND ASK YOU WHETHER OR NOT THAT IS A COPY OF 
THE ORIGINAL VIDEOTAPES THAT WERE TAKEN OF MR. ARMSTRONG? 

A YES, I BELIEVE IT IS. I RECALL THAT AFTER THE 

TAPES WERE PLACED IN EVIDENCE IN THE TRIAL OF KRISTOFERSON 
VERSUS THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, ET AL, UP IN 
PORTLAND, OREGON, THAT THE U.S. ATTORNEY IN PORTLAND FILED A 
MOTION THAT THE TAPES BE TURNED OVER TO HIM, TO IN TURN BE 
TURNED OVER TO THE CRIMINAL INTELLIGENCE DIVISION OF THE 
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, AND THEY APPEARED IN COURT, AND THAT 
MOTION WAS ALLOWED, AND THE TAPES WERE WITHDRAWN FROM EVIDENCE 
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OR 

IERI 


— UNDER THE SUPERVISION OF BOTH SIDES AND THE GOVERNMENT, 
WITHDRAWN FROM EVIDENCE. 


AT THE TIME THEY WERE BEING WITHDRAWN, I SAW THEM 
URNED OVER. AN AGENT FROM THE C.I.D. WAS THERE. HE ASKED ME 
HE QUESTION WHETHER I HAD ANY WIRETAPS IN ADDITION TO THIS. 

I THOUGHT THAT WAS STRANGE, BUT IN ANY EVENT, THESE 
PPEAR TO BE COPIES THAT WERE MADE FROM THE ORIGINALS, AND I CAN 
F YOU WANT TO RUN IT, I CAN IDENTIFY IT IMMEDIATELY, BUT I’M 
ONFIDENT THAT IF SERGEANT HERNANDEZ HAS THESE, THESE ARE THE 
OPIES OF THOSE TAPES. 

Q MR. COOLEY, HAVE YOU VIEWED THOSE TAPES? 

A -YES, I HAVE. 

Q DO THEY, IN FACT, SHOW EVIDENCE OF ATTEMPTED 

XTORTION AND PLANTING OF FALSE EVIDENCE, AS WELL AS OTHER 
RIMES? 


A WITHOUT ANY QUESTION, THEY SHOW EXTORTION, 

OLICI TATION OF EXTORTION, SOLICITATION OF FORGERY, SOLICITATION 

F THE PLANTING OF PHONY DOCUMENTS, CREATION OF PHONY DOCUMENTS, 

ONSPIRACY, AND A NUMBER OF OTHER CRIMES THAT ARE CRIMES, IN MY 

IN ION, UNDER THE LOS ANGELES PENAL CODE. 

MR. HORN: MAY I HAVE THAT EXHIBIT MARKED FOR ! 

I 

DENTIFICAT ION AT THIS TIME? 

I 

I 

SGT. CARTER: DEPARTMENT WOULD OBJECT. WE DO NOT KNOW IF j 

IS IS THE SAME TAPE. THERE’S NO WAY OF TELLING. ALL WE HAVE 
THIS GENTLEMAN’S TESTIMONY. 
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MR. HORN: HE CAN VIEW IT. 

THE WITNESS: MAYBE I CAN HELP. YOU WILL SEE — IF YOU 

I ILL VIEW THE TAPE. AND I DON’T KNOW WHETHER YOU HAVE OR NOT — 
HAT THE TAPE IS TIMED AND THE CLOCK APPEARED ON THE TAPE 
TSELF. 

THERE IS NOT A MISSING SECOND, AND IT SHOWS THE 
CTIVITIES IN GRIFFITH PARK ON THE OCCASION WHICH IT PURPORTS TO 
HOW. 

MR. HORN: EXCUSE ME, MR. CHAIRMAN. THE TAPE IS 

UTHENTICATED BY THIS WITNESS. HE SAYS IT IS THE TAPE. IF THEY 
AVE CONTRARY EVIDENCE, THAT WOULD GO IN REBUTTAL. 

.I’M ASKING IT BE MARKED AND RECEIVED AS A DEFENSE 
XHIBIT. IF HE WANTS TO IMF’UNE THE TAPE OR IMPEACH IT, HE HAS 
HAT OPPORTUNITY. 

SGT. CARTER: MR. CHAIRMAN, HE SAID THAT HE DID NOT KNOW 

F THIS WAS THE SAME TAPE. 

THE WITNESS: IT IS. 

SGT. CARTER: HE SAID THAT HE HAS VIEWED A TAPE WHICH HAD 

LL OF THESE PURPORTED CRIMES ON IT. 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: MR. CHAIRMAN, IF I MAY, DURING THE 

OURSE OF MY INVESTIGATION, I REQUESTED THAT I BE GIVEN A COPY 
F THE TAPE THAT THE DEPARTMENT HAD IN EVIDENCE. 

THE ADVOCATE PRESENTED ME A COPY. THAT IS THE COPY 
E PRESENTED TO ME DURING THIS INVESTIGATION OF THAT PARTICULAR 


OR SEQUENCE OF EVENTS. 



















153 

1 

SGT. CARTER: IS THIS THE SANE TAPE THAT I HAD DONE FOR 

2 

/OUT* 

3 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: THAT IS CORRECT. 

4 

SGT. CARTER: OKAY. 

5 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: IS THERE ANYTHING ON THE TAPE WHICH 

6 

INDICATES THE DATE ON WHICH IT WAS MADE? 

7 

SGT. CARTER: NO 7 THERE’S NO — THERE IS ALSO NO 

8 

INDICATION AS TO WHO THE PLAYERS ARE ON THAT TAPE. 

9 

NR. HORN: WE CAN ANPLIFY THAT ONCE THE COURT SEES THE 

10 

rAPE. WE CAN IDENTIFY THE PLAYERS AND WE CAN GET A WITNESS IN 

1 1 

TO TESTIFY AS TO THE TINE THAT IT TOOK PLACE7 BUT THE TINE AND 

12 

DATE THAT IT TOOK PLACE, IT’S PRETTY CLEAR THAT THIS IS THE TAPE 

13 

THAT WAS DONE IN RESPONSE TO THE, QUOTE, "AUTHORIZATION,“ END 

14 

QUOTE, THAT OFFICER RODRIGUEZ SIGNED. 

15 

SGT. CARTER: COULD I HAVE A NONENT, PLEASE. 

16 

(DISCUSSION OFF THE RECORD.) 

17 

SGT. CARTER: I WOULD RENOVE THE OBJECTION. 

18 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: THAT WILL BE DEFENSE B. 

19 

1 

(DEFENSE’S EXHIBIT B1 WAS NARKED FOR j 

1 

20 

IDENTIFICATION BY THE CHAIRMAN AND RECEIVED 

21 

IN EVIDENCE.) 

22 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: IF I MAY, IF THERE IS A QUESTION, 

i 

23 

i 

3ECAUSE OF MR. COOLEY’S TIGHT SCHEDULE, AS TO THE CHARACTERS OR 

24 

i 

SOME QUESTIONS THE BOARD MAY HAVE, IF THE BOARD WISHES TO, WE 

25 

ZOULD VIEW IT NOW. 
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I BELIEVE WE HAVE A FACILITY TO DO THAT» AND FEEL 
r REE TO HAVE MR. COOLEY EXPLAIN SOME OF THE CHARACTERS THAT ARE 
INVOLVEDi IF THE BOARDS WANTS. 

SGT. CARTER: THERE WILL BE NO OBJECTION FROM THE 

DEPARTMENT. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WHERE ARE THE FACILITIES? 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: WE CAN HAVE THE VIDEOTAPE IN HERE. I 

:AN GO SEE IF THAT CAN BE DONE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: HOW LONG IS THE TAPE? 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: 20 MINUTES. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY! ALL RIGHT. 

> (DISCUSSION OFF THE RECORD.) 

SGT. CARTER: THE DEPARTMENT WOULD REESTABLISH ITS 

OBJECTION AS TO THIS TAPE BECAUSE IT’S MY UNDERSTANDING THAT 
‘HIS TAPE IS AN EDITED TAPE FROM A SERIES OF TAPES WHICH ARE 
iPPROXIMATELY FIVE OTHER TAPES, AND THOSE TAPES WERE THE ONES 
HAT WERE PRESENTED AT THE TRIAL THAT MR. COOLEY IS REFERRING 
O, AND THOSE WOULD BE THE BEST EVIDENCE. 

AND THIS HAS BEEN EDITED BY UNKNOWN PERSONS WHO I’M 
10T AWARE OF. I DON’T KNOW IF THE DEFENSE EDITED IT. I DON’T 
NOW IF SOMEONE IN THE DEPARTMENT EDITED IT. 

BUT IF THIS IS GOING TO BE PRESENTED TO THIS BOARD 
iND THE BOARD IS GOING TO REVIEW IT, THE BEST EVIDENCE WOULD BE 
O REVIEW THE TAPES IN THEIR ENTIRETY AND IN THEIR TOTAL CONTEXT 


TO WHAT WAS OCCURRING IN REGARDS TO THE ALLEGATIONS AND THE 
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■URPORTED CRIMES THAT MR. COOLEY IS TESTIFYING TO. 

MR. HORN: IN RESPONSE TO THAT, I THINK IT’S AN 

NAPPROPRIATE BEST EVIDENCE OBJECTION. BEST EVIDENCE GENERALLY 
OES TO A WRITING, AND WHEN YOU HAVE PERSONS SPEAKING ABOUT A 
RITING, THE BEST EVIDENCE OF THE WRITING IS THE WRITING ITSELF. 

IN THIS PARTICULAR SITUATION, WE’RE INDUCING THOSE 
LEMENTS WITHIN THE TAPE THAT ARE RELEVANT TO THIS PROCEEDING, 
HAT IS THOSE ELEMENTS THAT HAVE TO DO WITH CONVERSATIONS THAT 
EAL WITH THE PERPETRATION OF CRIMES. 

IF THE DEPARTMENT ADVOCATE WISHES TO INTRODUCE THE 
EMAINDER OF THE TAPES, HE HAS A PERFECT RIGHT IN LAW TO DO SO. 
T’S A BASIC-FACET THAT IF ONE PARTY INTRODUCES FART OF A 
ONVERSATION, THE OPPOSING PARTY MAY INTRODUCE ALL OF IT. 

BUT IT’S NOT OUR OBLIGATION UNDER THE BEST EVIDENCE 
JLE TO INTRODUCE THE ENTIRE PANOPLY OF TAPES, ONLY THOSE 
-EMENTS THAT ARE RELEVANT TO OUR PARTICULAR INQUIRY; OTHERWISE, 
HIS BOARD IS GOING TO BE TIED UP FOR SEVERAL DAYS VIEWING 
HF'ES. 

IF THE DEPARTMENT ADVOCATE WISHES THAT TO HAPPEN, 

I HAVE NO OBJECTION, BUT FOR OUR PURPOSES TO PRESENT OUR CASE, 
HAT IS THE EVIDENCE WE WISH THE COURT TO HEAR. 

SGT. CARTER: THE DEPARTMENT STILL MAINTAINS ITS POSITION 

IAT THE ORIGINAL TAPES THAT MR. COOLEY IS TESTIFYING TO IS THE 
[ST EVIDENCE IN THIS MATTER, WHETHER ALL OF THIS IS REALLY 
[LEVANT TO THE CHARGES AGAINST OFFICER RODRIGUEZ IS ANOTHER 


















156 


1 

■-> 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 
1 1 
12 

13 

14 


15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 


23 

24 


THING. 

(DISCUSSION OFF THE RECORD.) 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: NR. CHAIRMAN, IF I MAY BE HEARD. AT THE 

TIME I RECEIVED THE INVESTIGATION PART OF THE ADDENDA WERE THE 
TRANSCRIPTS OF THE TAPE THAT WE ARE DISCUSSING AT THIS POINT IN 
TIME. MY LOGICAL CONCLUSION IS THAT THE DEPARTMENT FELT IT WAS 
RELEVANT THEN. I DON’T SEE WHY THEY DON’T SEE WHY IT’S RELEVANT 
MOW. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: THE BOARD WILL ACCEPT THIS AND GIVE IT 

THE APPROPRIATE WEIGHT, AND IF THE BOARD FEELS THAT THE 
ADDITIONAL TAPES WOULD SHED ANY MORE LIGHT, WE WILL REQUEST THE 
ADDITIONAL TAPES. OR IF THE DEPARTMENT FEELS THAT IT WOULD BE 
MECESSARY FOR US TO SEE THE ADDITIONAL TAPES, AT THAT TIME WE 
WILL VIEW THEM. 

MR. HORN: I THINK THAT’S THE FAIREST APPROACH. 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: THERE IS A ROOM, CHAMBERS HERE IN THE 

POLICE COMMISSION WHICH IS A SMALLER ROOM. I DON’T BELIEVE THE 
AUDIENCE COULD BE IN THERE, BUT IF WE WOULD LIKE TO RECONVENE IN 
THERE, THEY HAVE A VIDEOTAPE MACHINE THAT’S ALL SET UP THAT WE 
COULD VIEW IT, AND MR. COOLEY CAN BE PRESENT, IF THE DEPARTMENT 
CHAIRMAN OR ASSOCIATE MEMBERS WISH TO ASK HIM ANY QUESTIONS. 

IF THAT’S PERMISSIBLE, WE COULD JUST MOVE RIGHT 
INTO THE NEXT ROOM AND VIEW IT. 

THE WITNESS: I THINK MAYBE YOU’LL FIND ACRONYMS USED, 

LETTERS USED THAT MAY REQUIRE SOME EXPLANATION, SUCH AS S.C.W., 
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THINGS OF THAT NATURE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTV: WE WILL ADJOURN THEN, AND YOU ARE ONLY 

30ING TO TRANSCRIBE WHAT NR.COOLEY SAYS DURING THE TAPE. 

(WHEREUPON THE TAPE WAS PLAYED.) 

(WHEREUPON THE HEARING RECOVERED IN ADJOINING ROOM 

TO VIEW TAPE.) 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WHO ARE THESE PEOPLE? 

THE WITNESS: THE PEOPLE THAT ARE TALKING, THE FELLOW 

THAT WAS TALKING THEN WAS GERALD ARMSTRONG. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: THE ONE ON THE RIGHT? 

THE WITNESS: THE ONE ON THE RIGHT IS GERALD ARMSTRONG. 

THIS TAPE IS NOVEMBER 7TH, 1934. GERALD ARMSTRONG IS ON THE 
9IGHT, AND ON THE LEFT IS A FELLOW THAT HE KNOWS AS JOEY. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: AND WHO IS JOEY? 

THE WITNESS: JOEY IS A SCIENTOLOGIST. I BELIEVE HE WAS 

3ASED IN LOS ANGELES AT THAT TIME. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: AND HE IS — 

THE WITNESS: HE WAS THOUGHT BY MR. ARMSTRONG TO BE A 

JO-CONSPIRATOR AND, IN FACT, HE WAS A LOYAL SCIENTOLOGIST. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: HE WAS CONDUCTING AN UNDERCOVER 

OPERATION? 

THE WITNESS: HE WAS PART OF THE COVERT OPERATION. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: OKAY. 

THE WITNESS: I THINK THAT THIS STARTED SOMEWHERE AFTER 


THE BEGINNING. 
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SGT. HERNANDEZ: YEAH, I THINK SO. 

THE WITNESS: AND YOU WILL SEE THAT ARMSTRONG HAD SOME 
DOCUMENTS IN HIS HANDS- I’M TRYING TO DETERMINE WHETHER THIS IS 
r HE MEETING AT WHICH HE WAS LOOKING AT DOCUMENTS THAT HAD BEEN 
"AKEN OUT OF THE CHURCH , I THINK HE WAS BY JOEY AND GIVEN TO HIM 
*S SAMPLES FROM WHICH HE COULD MOCK UP, STUDY THE PRINTING AND 
"HE FORM OF THE DOCUMENTS AND HOW THINGS WERE DONE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: IS THAT SAID ON THE TAPE7' 

THE WITNESS: IT WILL BE SAID. IT ISN’T SAID AT THE 

tEGINNING. I THINK IT WILL COME TO THAT SO — 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WE DO HAVE A TRANSCRIPT? 

THE WITNESS: YOU DO HAVE A TRANSCRIPT. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: IS THERE ANY SIGNIFICANT DIALOGUE 

RIOR TO — 

THE WITNESS: THE DIALOGUE YOU’VE JUST HEARD IS 
R. ARMSTRONG GIVING TO JOEY THE NUMBERS OF C.I.D. AGENTS, 

ESUTA (SIC) AND LIPKIN, F.B.I. AGENTS WHO ARE NAMED ON THERE, 

ND I DON’T KNOW WHETHER HE HAS YET GIVEN THE TELEPHONE NUMBER 
F AN ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY IN BOSTON OR NOT, BUT HE 
OES THAT AS WELL. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WHAT I’M SAYING IS PRIOR TO THIS, IS 

HERE ANY SIGNIFICANT DIALOGUE? 

THE WITNESS: LET ME LOOK AT THE TRANSCRIPT HERE. 


SGT. HERNANDEZ: IT STARTS — 

THE WITNESS: HERE’S WHAT I’M TALKING ABOUT. AT THE VERY 
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BEGINNING OF THE TAPE, ARMSTRONG — JOEY SAYS, "OKAY. I’VE GOT 
=> BUNCH OF STUFF THAT YOU REQUESTED SO WE CAN GO OVER THAT." 

JERRY ARMSTRONG SAYS, "GOOD." 

JOEY SAYS, "AND YOU HAD A MESSAGE FOR ME?" 

AND ARMSTRONG SAYS, 

"WELL, I HAD JUST MORE OR LESS PUT TOGETHER OUR 
PERSPECTIVE ON THE WHOLE THING." 

AND JOEY SAID, "WHAT?" 

AND HE SAYS, 

"VERBALLY, IN ANY CASE, LET’S GO OVER THAT NOW. 

THIS IS MIKE’S PERSPECTIVE," MICHAEL FLYNN HE’S TALKING 
ABOUT., 

MR. HORN: MAY I HAVE A MOMENT TO INTERRUPT? I’M 

AMENABLE TO PRESENTING THE BOARD WITH THE TRANSCRIPT OF THE 
PROCEEDINGS WHICH WE RECEIVED FROM THE DEPARTMENT ADVOCATE AND 
STIPULATING THAT THEY ARE AN ACCURATE DEPICTION OF WHAT’S SAID 
JN THE TAPE AND — 

SGT. CARTER: MR. COOLEY, THE TRANSCRIPT YOU’RE READING 

MOW ARE NOT THE TRANSCRIPTS OF THE — EVERYTHING THAT WE ARE - 

l 

aJE are seeing right now, are they? 

THE WITNESS: I DON’T KNOW. WAS THAT STARTED AT THE VERY ' 

BEGINNING OF WHAT YOU HAD THERE? 

SGT. CARTER: ISN’T THAT THE TRANSCRIPT OF THE ORIGINAL 

: 'ES? 

THE WITNESS: THIS IS A TRANSCRIPT OF THE ENTIRE - THIS 
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iF’F'EARS TO BE A TRANSCRIPT OF THE ENTIRE MEETING THAT I HAVE 
IERE BEFORE ME. THIS TAPE STARTED AFTER THE BEGINNING OF THE 
IEETING, AT LEAST, THE PORTIONS THAT’S BEEN PLAYED. 

I DON’T KNOW WHETHER YOU HAVE IT BACK AT THE 
iEG INNING OR NOT. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: THIS IS MORE LENGTHY THAN THAT? 

THE WITNESS: ALL THE TAPES, IF YOU WERE TO PLAY THEM, 
OULD TAKE YOU MANY HOURS. 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: WHAT I WOULD LIKE TO DO IS MAYBE WE CAN 
UBMIT THE TRANSCRIPTS TO YOU, AND IF YOU HAVE QUESTIONS OVER 
HE TRANSCRIPTS, TO ASK MR COOLEY, BECAUSE HE’S NOT GOING TO BE 
VAILABLE flFTER THIS POINT. 

WHETHER YOU WANT TO LISTEN TO VIDEOS OR LOOK AT THE 
IDEO AND LOOK AT THE TRANSCRIPT AT THE SAME TIME, I HAVE NO 
EJECTION. 

SGT. CARTER: THAT WOULD REQUIRE — THE DEPARTMENT WOULD 

EEL BETTER OFF WITH THE BOARD MEMBERS READING THE ENTIRE 
RANSCRIPT. YOU KNOW, THE LENGTH OF THE TAPES IS SO LONG, 

ECAUSE THERE ARE NUMEROUS TAPES, AND THEY ARE LENGTHY. 

THIS IS MERELY A SLANTED EDITED PORTION OF A TAPE 
H0WIN6 THE BEST LIGHT ON THE DEFENSE’S SIDE, AND THAT’S ALL IT 
5 IS A CONDENSATION. YOU HAVE TO TAKE EVERYTHING IN 
ERSPECTIVE. 

MR. HORN: LET ME JUST SAY THAT THERE’S GOING TO BE NO 


: 'T AND HAS BEEN NO ATTEMPT TO SLANT THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED 
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V 


IN ANY OTHER LIGHT THAN IN A LIGHT THAT 13 SEEKING THE TRUTH. 

WE ARE WILLING TO HAVE THE TRANSCRIPTION BE READ BY 
THE BOARD AS WELL AS THE TAPE. YOU CAN HAVE THE ENTIRE PICTURE 
BEFORE YOU THEN. IF THE DEPARTMENT ADVOCATE IS ALSO AGREEABLE, 
THAT SOLVES THE PROBLEM. 

SGT. CARTER: I WOULD MUCH PREFER TO HAVE THE 

TRANSCRIPTS. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: I THINK THAT WOULD BE — DO WE HAVE 

0PIE5 OF THAT OR WOULD IT BE DIFFICULT TO GET COPIES OF THAT SO 
HAT THE BOARD COULD READ IT OVER THE WEEKEND. 

SGT. CARTER: I HAVE COPIES. THE DEFENSE HAS COPIES. 

SGT. .HERNANDEZ: WE HAVE COPIES OF — NOT THE ENTIRE COPY 


OU HAVE. 

SGT. CARTER: I DON’T KNOW WHAT MR. COOLEY HAS, BUT THE 

KELLY PACKAGE, I CAN PROVIDE YOU WITH COPIES OF THOSE. 

MR. HORN: THAT’S THE SKELLY PACKAGE HE’S LOOKING AT 

IGHT NOW. 

SGT. CARTER: IF IT’S ONE AND THE SAME, WE’LL XEROX IT 

OR THE BOARD MEMBERS TO HAVE OVER THE WEEKEND. 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: THE ONLY PROBLEM I FORESEE, THERE IS A 

UESTION AS TO SOME OF THE TERMINOLOGY OR CHARACTERS. MAYBE WE 
AN HAVE MR. COOLEY GIVE YOU MAYBE A SYNOPSIS OF WHAT YOU MAY 
IND IN THERE. 

IT MAY BE EASIER AT THAT POINT IN TIME TO READ AND 
NDERSTAND WHAT ACTUALLY TRANSPIRED. 
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THE WITNESS: I THINK YOU WILL NEED SOME CLARIFICATION OF 

THE ACRONYMS THAT ARE USED OR YOU LOSE SOME OF THE MEANING, AND 
I THINK THAT THE OPPORTUNITY TO EXPLAIN THOSE IS MOST AVAILABLE 
r ROM THIS EDIT THAT IS UP HERE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WHY DON’T WE DO THAT, AND AS THESE 

ACRONYMS COME UF, IF YOU WILL JUST SPEAK OUT AND TELL US WHAT IT 
iEANS. 

IF HE SAYS F.B.I., WE KNOW F.B.I. OKAY. 

CAPTAIN FETTERS: LET ME ASK YOU, WHAT IS C.I.D.? 

THE WITNESS: CRIMINAL INTELLIGENCE DIVISION OF THE 

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: CAN WE GO ON WITH THE TAPE? 

(WHEREUPON TAPE WAS PLAYED FURTHER.) 

THE WITNESS: BRACKETT DENNISTON IS THE ASSISTANT UNITED 
STATES ATTORNEY IN BOSTON. 

SGT. CARTER: IS THIS A DIFFERENT DAY? 

THE WITNESS: LOOKS LIKE A DIFFERENT DAY TO ME. 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: YEAH, IT IS. 

(WHEREUPON TAPE WAS PLAYED FURTHER.> 

MR. HORN: CAN YOU STOP THAT FOR A MINUTE? 

THE WITNESS: USING "AN ISSUE" AS AN ASSESSMENT WITHIN 

THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, THAT HAS A SPECIFIC MEANING. 

AN ISSUE IS A PAPER OR DOCUMENTATION WHICH PASSES 
JP WHAT THEY CALL THE "LINES" THROUGH THE ORGANIZATION. 

ELSEWHERE ON THE TAPE YOU’LL HEAR THEM REFERRING TO C.S.W. WHICH 
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IS COMPLETED STAFF WORK. WHICH IS DOCUMENTAT ION THAT FLOWS LIP 
THE LINES. 

AND WHEN HE TALKS ABOUT IT BEING IN THE BASKETS. 

HE’S TALKING LITERALLY ABOUT PAPER WHICH IS MOVING THROUGH THE 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, AND HE’S TALKING ABOUT PUTTING THAT PAPER 
ON THE LINES. 

AND AS YOU GO THROUGH THESE TRANSCRIPTS AMD, 
HOPEFULLY, AS YOU HEAR FURTHER ON THE TAPE — ALTHOUGH THERE WAS 
=1 TREMENDOUS AMOUNT OMITTED FROM THE TAPE, WHICH I SEE RIGHT IN 
-RONT OF ME ON THE TRANSCRIPT THAT HAS BEEN FURNISHED TO YOU, 

/OU WILL SEE THAT WHAT ARMSTRONG IS TALKING ABOUT IS HAVING 
ISSUES PLANTED IN THE FILES WHICH ATTACK ACTIONS OF PRESENT 
MANAGEMENT AS BEING UNLAWFUL WHEN, IN FACT, THOSE ISSUES ARE NOT 
PREPARED BY MANAGEMENT BUT ARE PREPARED BY ARMSTRONG OUTSIDE AND 
SMUGGLED IN, HE HOPES, THROUGH THIS FELLOW. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: IS ARMSTRONG AT THIS POINT IN TIME A 

MEMBER OF THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY? 

THE WITNESS: HE HAD LEFT THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY LONG 

BEFORE AND, IN FACT, HAD A SIXTY MILLION DOLLAR LAWSUIT PENDING 
AGAINST THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, WHICH WAS PART OF WHAT HE 
WANTED SETTLED IF HE AND HIS PEOPLE WERE SUCCESSFUL IN TAKING 
BVER THE MANAGEMENT OF THE CHURCH. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: BUT AT THE TIME, 11/7/84, HE WAS NOT A 

MEMBER? 


THE WITNESS: 


WITHOUT ANY QUESTION HE WAS NOT A MEMBER OF 











•f 


1 

3 

4 

cr 
U 

6 

~7 

/ 

8 

9 

10 
1 1 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 


164 


THE CHURCH AND WAS INVOLVED ACTIVELY IN LITIGATION AGAINST THE 
CHURCH. 

(WHEREUPON THE TAPE WAS PLAYED FURTHER.) 

THE WITNESS: HE IS NOW APPROACHING HIM ON HOW TO TESTIFY 
IF HE’S ASKED ON — ASKED ABOUT WHAT THE MEETINGS ARE ABOUT. 

HE AGREED, THAT’S WHERE HE MADE SURE THAT HE HAS 
THE COMMITMENT OF THIS MAN AS TO HOW HE WILL TESTIFY ONCE HE’S 
DEPOSED. AND UNTIL HE GETS THAT AGREEMENT, HE’S NOT GOING TO 
3IVE HIM HIS IDEAS ON HOW TO INFILTRATE THE CHURCH WITH PHONY 
DOCUMENTS- 

WHAT HE’S SAID THERE IS, “WE’RE NOT HERE TO ATTACK 
THE TECH.”, THE “TECH” IN SCIENTOLOGY TERMINOLOGY MEANS THE 
TECHNOLOGY OF L. RON HUBBARD, THE ECCLESIASTICAL BASIS OF THE 
DELIEFS OF SCIENTOLOGISTS. THAT’S CALLED “TECH." IT’S SHORT 
FOR TECHNOLOGY. 

SO HE’S NOT ATTACKING THE TECH. HE’S AGREEING, 

'I’M NOT ATTACKING THE TECH." HE’S MAKING HIM AGREE THAT 

HE’S - THAT HE’LL TESTIFY THAT HE’S NOT DOING THAT, THAT HE’S 

INTERESTED IN GLOBAL SETTLEMENT. 

THAT MEANS A SETTLEMENT OF ALL OF THE CASES THAT 
^RE IN THE HANDS OF MICHAEL FLYNN, WHICH TOTAL SOME BILLION 
DOLLARS, AND WHICH HE IS SAYING, “WE’VE GOT TO GET PRESENT 
MANAGEMENT OUT OF HERE. WE’VE GOT TO GET THIS DONE SO WE CAN 
DRING PEACE TO THE CHURCH BY PAYING OUT THE RESOURCES IN SOME 
r ASHION.“ 
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THAT, IT SEEMS TO ME, IS CENTRAL TO THE CRIME OF 
EXTORTION. ONCE HE HAS THE AGREEMENT, HE GOES ON TO GIVE HIM 
IDEAS ON THE DOCUMENTS. 

WHAT HE HAS SAID THERE IS THAT HE CAN MAKE THOSE 
DOCUMENTS SO YOU COULDN’T TELL THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN REAL AMD 
THE PHONY ONES HE PUT IN THERE BECAUSE HE KNOWS HOW TO DO IT, 

=1ND I CAN TELL YOU THAT IN THE COURSE OF PREPARING FOR TRIALS IN 
THIS CASE, I HAVE SEEN DOCUMENTS IN THE FILES OF THE CHURCH THAT 
I STRONGLY SUSPECT ARE NOT LEGITIMATE DOCUMENTS AND WERE PUT 
THERE BY ARMSTRONG AND NOT FLACED ON THE LINES, ALTHOUGH THEY 
APPEAR TO HAVE PASSED THROUGH THE LINE WHILE HE WAS IN THE 
JHURCH AND WAS PREPARING TO LEAVE, HAVING STOLEN THE PERSONAL 
PAPERS OF L. RON HUBBARD. 

(WHEREUPON THE TAPE WAS COMPLETED.) 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: YOU WANT TO GO BACK TO THE BOARD ROOM? 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: YES. 

THE WITNESS: THERE’S ONE OTHER POINT AS YOU’RE GOING 

THROUGH THE TRANSCRIPT. I IMMEDIATELY SEE AN ACRONYM THAT YOU 
-JILL NOT UNDERSTAND. IT’S ON THE NOVEMBER 7TH MEETING, AND HE 
HANDS HIM A STACK OF PAPERS, AND JOEY SAYS, "YOU WANT IT, 
I.H.E.L.P STAFF?" (SIC) 

"I.H.E.L.P" STANDS FOR INTERNATIONAL HUBBARD 
ECCLESIASTICAL LEAGUE OF PASTORS, AND ARMSTRONG LOOKS IT OVER 
HMD SAID, "YES." 

IT’S LIKE A KID IN A CANDY SHOP. AND THE REASON HE 
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JANTS IT IS, (A), TO SEE IF THERE’S AN ACHILLES’ HEEL OF THE 
:HURCH, AMD <B>, TO GET A VIEWPOINT AS TO WHAT THE LEGITIMATE 
DOCUMENTS OF THE CHURCH LOOK LIKE SO WHEN HE GETS THE PRINTING 
*RESS SET UP? HE WILL BE ABLE TO SET THEM UP ARBITRARILY. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: INTERNATIONAL HUBBARD — 

THE WITNESS: ECCLESIASTICAL LEAGUE OF PASTORS. 

I MIGHT SAY THAT THE TAPES THAT YOU’VE SEEN ARE 
:DITED TO THE EXTENT THAT YOU REALLY DON’T GET THE FULL FLAVOR 
'F ALL OF THE CRIMES THAT ARE BEING PLANNED, AND THE TRANSCRIPT, 
’M DELIGHTED YOU HAVE BECAUSE IT HAS ALL OF IT IN IT. 

(WHEREUPON THE HEARING RECONVENED IN THE 


BOARD ROOM.) 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: LET THE RECORD REFLECT THAT THE BOARD 
AS JUST FINISHED VIEWING THE TAPE THAT WAS SUBMITTED IN 
VIDENCE BY DEFENSE AND HAS RETURNED TO THE BOARD ROOM. 

IS THE DEFENSE — 

MR. HORN: I HAVE NO FURTHER QUESTIONS. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: SERGEANT HERNANDEZ? 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: CROSS? 

SGT. CARTER: YES, MR. CHAIRMAN. 


I 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

Y SGT. CARTER: 


ij 


MR. COOLEY, YOU’VE TESTIFIED THAT A PERSON NAMED 
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IERRY ARMSTRONG COMMITTED SEVERAL CRIMES, AND THOSE CRIMES 


A I DIDN’T HEAR WHAT YOU SAID. HAS COMMITTED CRIMES 

iND WHAT? 

Q SEVERAL CRIMES, AND THOSE CRIMES ARE DEPICTED ON 

HOSE TAPES THAT WE JUST VIEWED; IS THAT CORRECT? 

A YES, SIR, THAT’S CORRECT. 

Q HAVE ANY CHARGES BEEN FILED BY THE CHURCH OF 

CIENTOLOGY AS AN ORGANIZATION AGAINST MR. JERRY ARMSTRONG 
EGARDING THOSE TAPES? 

A YES, SIR. THE CHARGES HAVE BEEN FILED WITH THE 

ISTRICT ATTORNEY OF THIS COUNTY AND ARE BEING INVESTIGATED THIS 
ERY MINUTE. 

Q DO YOU KNOW THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY THAT’S HANDLING 

T? 

A I KNOW IT WENT TO REINER. 

MR. HORN: I BELIEVE IT’S MR. JURQENSON WHO WAS ASSIGNED 


Y SGT. CARTER: 

Q AND CHARGES HAVE BEEN FILED? 

A A COMPLAINT WAS FILED WITH THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 

SGT. CARTER: FOR THE RECORD, NO FORMAL CHARGE HAS COME 
ROM THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE. A COMPLAINT HAS NOT BEEN 
ILED OR AN INDICTMENT BEEN SOUGHT, TO MY KNOWLEDGE. 


THE WITNESS: 


I MIGHT ADD THAT ADDITIONAL MATERIAL WENT 
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r0 HIM LAST WEEK, WHICH HE 1 S IN THE PROCESS OF REVIEWING. 

3Y SGT. CARTER: 

Q WE’RE TALKING ABOUT SPECIFIC CRIMES CONTAI NED 

4ITHIN THE TAPE WE JUST SAW? 

A YES, SIR. 

Q WHEN WAS THAT DONE? 

A I CAN’T — I DON’T KNOW THE EXACT DATE WHEN IT WENT 

ro him; there WERE two submissions to him, an INITIAL submision 

3ND HE CALLED FOR ADDITIONAL MATERIAL, AND ADDITIONAL MATERIAL 
4ENT TO HIM LAST WEEK. 

Q APPROXIMATELY HOW LONG AGO? 


A 

Q 

A 

HAPPY TO DO 
Q 
A 


I WOULD SAY A MONTH OR MORE. 

SO THAT WOULD HAVE BEEN IN SEPTEMBER? 

WE CAN FURNISH YOU WITH THE EXACT DATE. I’LL BE 
THAT. I WON’T GUESS AT THE DATE OF THE LETTER. 
APPROXIMATELY? 

IT WAS THIS SUMMER SOMETIME, AND I DON’T KNOW 


XACTLY WHEN. 


A I DIDN’T — I WAS WRAPPED UP WITH THE PORTLAND CASE 

■JNTIL WE GOT THE MISTRIAL ON THE 16TH OF JULY, SO I HAD ONLY 
THAT ON MY MIND UP TO THAT POINT. PERHAPS IT’S BEEN FURNISHED. 

MR. HORN: POINT OF CLARIFICATION. MAY I SHOW THE 

PURPORTED LETTER TO MR. COOLEY, AND THAT MIGHT REFRESH HIS 
RECOLLECTION? 

SGT. CARTER: 


SURE. 
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THE WITNESS: IS THIS THE REINER COMPLAINT? 

MR. HORN: YES. 

THE WITNESS: JULY 19TH, 1985, IT CAME THREE DAYS AFTER 

aJE SUCCEEDED IN GETTING A MISTRIAL ON THAT PORTLAND, OREGON 

:ase. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WHAT WAS THE PORTLAND, OREGON CASE? 

THE WITNESS: THIS WAS THE CASE IN WHICH THE TAPES WERE 

-LAYED AND IN WHICH THEY WENT INTO EVIDENCE, WHICH RESULTED IN 
3LL THIS FLAP THAT’S HAPPENED SINCE. 

IT WAS THE CASE OF KRISTOFERSON VERSUS THE CHURCH 
3F SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA. 

3Y SGT. CARTER: 

Q THERE’S BEEN A LOT OF DISCUSSION DURING THE TRIAL 

BOARD THAT OFFICER ARMSTRONG — I’M SORRY — OFFICER 
RODRIGUEZ — 

A WELL, HE IS AN OFFICER OF THE C.I.D. 

Q WHICH ONE, OFFICER RODRIGUEZ OR ARMSTRONG? 

A ARMSTRONG. THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT HAS NEVER DENIED 

HE’S AN AGENT, AND I THINK THE TAPES CLEARLY DISCLOSE IT IN 
SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS. 

Q THAT’S NOT MY QUESTION. 

A YOU DIDN’T APPLY A MISNOMER TO HIM, BELIEVE ME. GO 

HHEAD. 

Q THANK YOU. 

THERE’S BEEN A LOT OF DISCUSSION REGARDING OFFICER 
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RODRI GUE Z’ CONDUCT IN AUTHORIZING GENE INGRAM TO CONDUCT THIS 
JOVERT SURVEILLANCE WITH ELECTRONIC DEVICES, AND THERE’S BEEN A 
_0T OF DISCUSSION REGARDING GENE INGRAM HAVING THAT RIGHT AS A 
PRIVATE CITIZEN UNDER 633.5 OF THE PENAL CODE TO CONDUCT THAT 
COVERT OPERATION WITHOUT POLICE AUTHORIZATION. 

SINCE YOU HAVE SPECIFIC KNOWLEDGE REGARDING THE 
DOVERT OPERATION AND THINGS WHICH OCCURRED IN IT, WHY WAS IT 
NECESSARY TO OBTAIN OFFICER RODRIGUEZ’ AUTHORIZATION FOR 
HR. INGRAM? 

MR. HORN: EXCUSE ME. I’LL OBJECT BECAUSE THIS WITNESS 

40ULD NOT HAVE BEEN PERCIPIENT TO THE DECISION OF MR. INGRAM IN 
TERMS OF ASKING OFFICER RODRIGUEZ TO AUTHORIZE THE TAPING. 

THERE’S BEEN NO FOUNDATION LAID THAT, IN FACT, 

MR. COOLEY WAS AWARE THAT MR. INGRAM WAS DOING THIS OR DIRECTED 
HIM TO DO THIS OR IN ANY WAY HAD ANYTHING TO DO ABOUT OR EVEN 
HEARD ABOUT IT UNTIL SOMETIME MUCH SUBSEQUENT TO THE ACTUAL 
EVENT. 

SO I DON’T THINK IT’S COMPETENT EVIDENCE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WERE YOU INVOLVED WITH MR. INGRAM 

-RIOR TO THIS TAPING? 

THE WITNESS: NO, I WASN’T. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: ALL RIGHT. 

THE WITNESS: j WAS, HOWEVER, INVOLVED WITH THE CHURCH O 

SCIENTOLOGY. I WOULD SUSPECT THAT ANYONE REPRESENTING — AN 
ATTORNEY FOR THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY WOULD BE SOMEWHAT 



















RELUCTANT TO GO TO THE TOP ECHELONS OF THE LOS ANGELES POLICE 
HEPARTMENT, HAVING HAD A SINGULAR LACK OF SUCCESS IN DOING THAT 
IN THE PAST, PARTICULARLY WHEN ARMSTRONG STOLE THE ORIGINAL 
DOCUMENTS BELONGING TO L. RON HUBBARD. 

"THE VEHICLE OF THE LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT 
HAD ECHELONS THAT WERE ATTEMPTED WITH MUCH UNSUCCESS (SIC). IT 
JUST DIDN’T — NOTHING HAPPENED, AND ARMSTRONG STOLE THOSE 
DOCUMENTS, AND LATER ON IN THE LITIGATION BETWEEN THE CHURCH AND 
ARMSTRONG, THE JUDGE, WHILE HE FOUND A NUMBER OF OTHER FACTS, 
ALSO FOUND THAT THOSE DOCUMENTS WERE CONVERTED, IN THE LANGUAGE 
DF CIVIL LAW, WHICH IS THEFT IN THE LANGUAGE OF 
THE CRIMINAL LAW. 

BUT IN ANY EVENT, I UNDERSTAND THAT OFFICER 
RODRIGUEZ WAS STATIONED IN THE DISTRICT THAT WAS INVOLVED WITH 
THE SURVEILLANCE. AND INGRAM HIMSELF, I UNDERSTAND, HAS HAD A 
3ACKGROUND WITH THE DEPARTMENT, THAT INDICATES THAT ALTHOUGH HE 
«JAS FOUND NOT GUILTY OF EVERYTHING HE WAS CHARGED WITH, AS CHIEF 
BATES SAID, WE WOULDN’T COOPERATE WITH HIM UNDER ANY 
CIRCUMSTANCES," IN A PRESS CONFERENCE ON APRIL 23RD, BEFORE THIS 
30ARD WAS EVEN CONVENED. 

SO IT SEEMS TO ME THAT THAT PREJUDGMENT WOULD 
INDICATE SOME WISDOM ON THE PART OF MR. INGRAM IN OBTAINING THE 
ASSISTANCE OF A POLICE OFFICER WHO IS CHARGED UNDER SECTION 633 
aJITH THE RESPONSIBILITY, IT SEEMS TO ME, OF ENFORCING THE LAW, 
AND GIVES HIM THE POWER TO DO IT UNDER THAT STATUTE. AND 










T 

< 

•% r 


172 


1 


3 


t 



8 

9 

10 
1 1 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 

23 

24 


FURTHERMORE, WHEN YOU’RE DEALING WITH THE CRIME OF EXTORTION, IT 
JAS PROBABLY AN UNNECESSARY ACT TO BEGIN WITH. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: I BELIEVE THAT WAS WHAT THE QUESTION 

-JAS IN THE FIRST PLACE. 

SGT. CARTER: THANK YOU, MR. COOLEY. 

MR. HORN: I DIDN’T UNDERSTAND THE IMPORT OF THE 


QUESTION, ALTHOUGH THE ANSWER WAS ILLUMINATING FOR WHATEVER 


QUESTION WAS ASKED. 

BUT LET ME INTERPOSE AN OBJECTION AT THIS TIME TO 
ANY CONTINUATION OF THIS LINE OF QUESTIONING, BECAUSE IT’S 
APPARENT THAT WHILE MR. COOLEY IS EXTREMELY KNOWLEDGEABLE, HE 
DOESN’T HAVE PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE OF THE FACTS THAT TRANSPIRED 
3ETWEEN OFFICER RODRIGUEZ AND MR. INGRAM, AND THEREFORE, COULD 
''JOT GIVE THIS COURT COMPETENT EVIDENCE. 

THE WITNESS: I WASN’T THERE. I CAN TELL YOU THAT. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: ARE YOU AWARE IN ANY WAY, SHAPE OR 

FORM THROUGH BEING AN ATTORNEY, WITHOUT VIOLATING ANY 
ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE, OF COURSE, THAT INGRAM WAS GIVEN 
DIRECTION BY, I WOULD ASSUME, A LEGAL STAFF — 

THE WITNESS: MY UNDERSTANDING IS INGRAM HAS ADVICE OF 

COUNSEL AMD AN INTERPRETATION OF SECTION 633 OF THE CODE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: BY THE CHURCH'? 

THE WITNESS: BY COUNSEL. I DON’T KNOW WHO. HE DIDN’T 

DONSULT ME. BUT IF HE HAD, I WOULD HAVE TOLD HIM THAT WHAT HE 
-JAS DOING WAS PERFECTLY LAWFUL AND WHAT OFFICER RODRIGUEZ WAS 













DOING WAS PERFECTLY LAWFUL, BUT HE DIDN’T CONSULT ME, BUT I 
JNDERSTAND HE DID OBTAIN THAT OPINION ELSEWHERE. 

BY SGT. CARTER: 

Q NR. COOLEY — 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: IF NR. COOLEY WAS NOT INVOLVED AND WA 

MOT PRIVY TO THAT CONVERSATION, THEN I DON’T THINK IT WOULD BE 
-ERTINENT TO ASK HIN QUESTIONS REGARDING — WHAT’S HIS NANE — 
INGRAN’S CONDUCT. HE DIDN’T BECONE AWARE OF IT UNTIL 
SUBSEQUENT. 

SGT. CARTER: YES, NR CHAIRNAN. I WAS SPEAKING NORE TO 

OFFICER RODRIGUEZ RATHER THAN TO INGRAN. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: I DON’T — 

THE WITNESS: I WASN’T AROUND AT THAT TINE. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: FRON RODRIGUEZ EITHER.. 

THE WITNESS: I’D BE HAPPY TO GIVE YOU NY VIEWS OF THE 

STATUTE, BUT I DON’T THINK YOU WANT THEN. 

BY SGT. CARTER: 

Q WHAT WERE THE DATES OF THE TRIAL THAT YOU REFERRED 

rO, KRISTOFERSON VERSUS CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY? 

A STARTED THE CASE ON MARCH THE 4TH, 1985, AND WE 

CONCLUDED THAT CASE ON. NAY THE 17TH, 1985, WITH A JURY VERDICT 

THEREAFTER. POST-TRIAL NOTIONS OCCUPIED THE COURT’S TINE UNTIL. 
JULY THE 16TH, AT WHICH TINE THE COURT DECLARED A MISTRIAL, AND 
THE VERDICT BECAME NULL AND VOID. 

Q DURING THE PERIOD OF MARCH 4TH TO NAY 17TH, I 
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lELIEVE THAT WAS 1985, CORRECT? 

A YES, SIR. 

Q WHAT POINT DID THE TAPES THAT WERE SURREPTITIOUSLY 

AKEN BY MR. INGRAM — AT WHAT POINT WERE THEY FIRST BROUGHT 
UBLIC, SO TO SPEAK? 

A I DON’T RECALL THE DATE ON WHICH I OFFERED THOSE IN 

VIDENCE. I THINK IT WAS IN APRIL SOMETIME. IT WAS WHILE 
RMSTRONG WAS ON THE STAND AS A WITNESS, AND I WANTED TO USE 
HOSE TAPES TO CROSS-EXAMINE HIM. 

THE RECORD SHOWS WHAT THOSE DATES WERE. I CAN 
ROVIDE THEM EASILY ENOUGH. 

Q , THE TAPE WE JUST VIEWED IN THE ANTEROOM, WHO 
REPARED THAT TAPE? 

A I DON’T KNOW WHO PREPARED THAT EXCERPT THAT I JUST 

AW. IT CLEARLY IS AN EXCERPT FROM THE TAPES THAT WERE PLAYED 
N THE COURTROOM. BUT I DON’T KNOW WHO PREPARED IT. 

I UNDERSTAND FROM SERGEANT HERNANDEZ THAT IT WAS 
URNED OVER TO HIM BY THE LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT. I 
ON’T KNOW WHERE THE L.A.P.D. GOT IT. I DO KNOW THAT THE C.I.D. 
ITH THE UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT IN PORTLAND 
AME UP AND GOT FULL COPIES OF THE TAPES AND HAD THEM MADE AND 
OOK THEM BACK TO LOS ANGELES. 

Q YOU’RE TALKING ABOUT THE TAPES THAT WERE INTRODUCED 

T THE KRISTOFERSON VERSUS CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY? 


A 


YES, IN THEIR ENTIRETY, YES 
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Q DO YOU KNOW HOW INGRAM MADE THE TAPES? 

A NO, I UNDERSTAND HE WAS IN A VAN ACROSS THE STREET 

iOMEWHERE AND FILMING AND JOEY HAD A BODY WIRE. 

Q HAD A BODY WIRE ON? 

A YES. 

SGT. CARTER: I HAVE NO FURTHER QUESTIONS. 

REDIRECT—EXAMINATION 

Y MR. HORN: 

Q I’D LIKE TO REOPEN BRIEFLY, MR. COOLEY, BECAUSE AS 

PRE-EMINENT COUNSEL IN THE UNITED STATES AND BEING LICENSED TO 
RACTICE LAW IN SEVERAL STATES, I PRESUME, AND ALSO BEING 
DMITTED TO MANY FEDERAL COURTS THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES, I 
OULD LIKE YOUR OPINION OF THE STATUTES HERE IN QUESTION, 
ARTICULARLY 633 AND 633.5 OF THE CALIFORNIA PENAL CODE. 

A IT SEEMS TO ME THAT THE LEGISLATURE OF CALIFORNIA 

AS CONFERRED NOT ONLY UPON A POLICE OFFICER OF THE LOS ANGELES 
OLICE DEPARTMENT BUT, INDEED, IT TALKS ABOUT AN OFFICER OF THE 
ALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL WHO WAS BASICALLY INVOLVED IN TRAFFIC 
ORK . 

AS FAR AS I CAM SEE, ANY SHERIFF, ANY DEPUTY, ANY 
OLICE OFFICER, NOT OF ANY SPECIFIC OR SPECIFIED RANK, THE POWER 
ND THE AUTHORITY TO UTILIZE THE ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE ■ 

UTHORIZED BY THAT STATUTE — I HAVE SOME FAMILIARITY WITH THE 
ASIC STATUTE, THE FEDERAL STATUTE, TITLE III, WHICH HAS TO 
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1ERVE AS THE FRAMEWORK IN WHICH WE LOOK AT ALL STATE STATUTES 
:INCE THE CONGRESS PERMITTED THE STATES TO ENACT MORE 
lESTRICT IVE LEGISLATION, BUT DID NOT ALLOW THEM TO ENACT MORE 
. IBERAL LEGISLATION. 

THE CALIFORNIA STATUTE PATTERNS MANY STATE STATUTES 
HICH WERE ENACTED AFTER CONGRESS ENACTED TITLE III, THAT 
TATUTE WHERE EXTORTION IS INVOLVED. YOU DON’T — ONE PARTY 
ONSENT IS NO PROBLEM. 

WHERE YOU HAVE THE SECTION 633 INVOLVED, IT SAYS, 

NY POLICEMAN, ANY POLICE OFFICER, ANY OFFICER OF THE CALIFORNIA 
IGHWAY PATROL — IT DOESN’T TALK ABOUT SERGEANTS AND 
IEUTENANTS OR CAPTAINS. IT TALKS ABOUT POLICE OFFICERS DOING 
HEIR JOB, WHICH I THINK MR. RODRIGUEZ DID. 

AND MY PROBLEM IS, I DON’T SEE HOW WHAT THE 
EGISLATURE GIVES CAN BE TAKEN AWAY BY INTERNAL REGULATION. 

I THINK THE LEGISLATURE IMPOSED NOT ONLY THE POWER 
UT THE DUTY AND RESPONSIBILITY ON ANY POLICE OFFICER TO 
NVESTIGATE CRIME THROUGH THE USE OF ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE 
HEREVER HE HAD REASON TO BELIEVE THAT A CRIME WAS BEING 
CONTEMPLATED OR COMMITTED. 

I THINK THE PROOF OF THIS PUDDING IS IN THE EATING, 
M THE TAPES AND ON THE TRANSCRIPTS. THE CRIMES WERE AS 
EF'RESENTED. IF YOU LOOK AT THE LETTER OF AUTHORIZATION SIGNED 
Y OFFICER RODRIGUEZ, IT SEEMS TO ME THAT EVERY ONE OF THOSE 
^IMES WAS UNCOVERED, AND THAT ITS INVESTIGATION, IF YOU WILL 
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tLLOW ME, OUGHT TO BE FOCUSED ON THE CRIMINALS, WHO ARE THE ONES 
I HO HAVE BROUGHT ABOUT THIS HEARING THROUGH A COMPLAINT ON THE 
ART OF MICHAEL FLYNN WHO HIMSELF IS BEING INVESTIGATED BY A 
iRAND JURY, THE FEDERAL GRAND JURY IN THE CITY OF BOSTON RIGHT 
IOW, AS WELL AS MR. ARMSTRONG AND OTHERS THAT WERE INVOLVED IN 
HE TWO MILLION DOLLAR CHECK FORGERY WHICH IS TALKED ABOUT ON 
HOSE TAPES AND IS PART OF THE COVERUP THAT IS ATTEMPTED BY 
HONY DOCUMENTS BEING PLANTED IN THE FILES OF THE CHURCH. 

OFFICER RODRIGUEZ DID, IT SEEMS TO ME, WITH GREAT 
ONOR, DO WHAT THE STATUTE PERMITTED HIM TO DO. AND WHEN THE 
EOPLE WHOSE CRIMES ARE DISCLOSED ON THE TAPES ARE ABLE TO 
UMMON OFFICER RODRIGUEZ BEFORE A BOARD OF INQUIRY OF THIS 
ATURE, IT SEEMS TO BE THE INMATES ARE RUNNING THE ASYLUM, AND 
T SEEMS TO ME THAT IS A GROSS MISEMPHASIZE OF WHAT SHOULD BE 
PPROPRIATE. 

I THINK THAT OFFICER RODRIGUEZ PERFORMED UNDER THE 
TATUTE LAWFULLY AND IN THE FINEST OF TRADITIONS OF LAW 
NFORCEMENT. 

MR. HORN: I HAVE NOTHING FURTHER. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: I FIND IT REFRESHING TO HAVE AN 

TTORNEY COMMENT THAT THE POLICE DEPARTMENT IS EXERCISING TOO 
JCH CONTROL AND CONDEMN CRIMINALS. HOWEVER, I APPRECIATE YOUR 
EMARKS, SIR. 

THE WITNESS: THANK YOU VERY MUCH. 


SGT. CARTER: 


MR. CHAIRMAN, THE DEPARTMENT WOULD MOVE TO 
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HAVE THE TRANSCRIPTS, AS WERE DISCUSSED AS WE WERE VIEWING THE 
TAPE TO THE UNEDITED TAPES, BE INTRODUCED AS DEPARTMENT’S 6 AND 
DEPARTMENT’S 7. 

MR. HORN: NOT BEING IN A POSITION TO DEPRIVE THE COURT 
DF SOME LIGHT READING OVER THE WEEKEND, I WILL HAVE NO OBJECTION 
TO THAT MOTION. 

(DEPARTMENT’S EXHIBITS 6 AND 7 WERE 
MARKED FOR IDENTIFICATION BV THE CHAIRMAN 
AND RECEIVED IN EVIDENCE.) 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: THE EXHIBITS HAVE BEEN ACCEPTED. 

DO YOU HAVE ANYTHING ELSE BEFORE WE ADJOURN? 

SGT. CARTER: NO. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: WOULD IT BE AN IMPOSITION ON COUNSEL 

F WE WERE TO START AT 8:30 IN THE MORNING TO MAKE SURE WE GET 


MR. HORN: FINE WITH ME. 

SGT. HERNANDEZ: NO PROBLEM. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: LEE, WOULD 8:30 IN THE MORNING BE ALL 

I GHT? 

SGT. CARTER: 7:00 WOULD BE FINE WITH ME. 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: I KNOW HOW FAR YOU TRAVEL. 

SGT. CARTER: NO, 8:30 IS FINE. 

i 

! 

CAPTAIN DOCHERTY: OKAY. THE BOARD WILL RECESS NOW AND 

ECONVENE NEXT WEDNESDAY, WHICH IS OCTOBER 9TH, 1985 AT 8:30 IN 


MORNING. 
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(HEARING ADJOURNED AT 5:45 F'.M.) 














